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According  to  several  astute  Congressmen,  the  most  effective  way  te  express 
your  concern  over  UlCT  legislation  Is  to  take  your  pen  or  typewriter  In 
hand  NOW  and  write  a  letter  from  your  heart  te  your  Congressmen  and  Sena¬ 
tors* 

It  would  seem  that  perhaps  a  third  of  the  members  ef  Congress  are  undecid¬ 
ed*  Thoughtful  mall  from  his  constituents  gees  far  in  determining  a 
Congressman's  final  attitude*  A  Florida  Representative  Is  reported  te 
have  received  only  teo  letters  on  UlfT* 

Will  you  take  the  Initiative  net  only  In  sending  your  own  personal  letters 
to  Congress,  and  In  keeping  the  letters  coming  from  your  neighbors  until 
after  the  vote  Is  taken  In  Congress,  but 

1*  Write  to  your  friends  and  relatives,  particularly  In  Southern 
states,  ahklng  them  to  write  to  their  Congressmen  and  Senators 
that  no  UUT  measure  should  be  passed* 

2*  Organize  a  widely  representative  delegation  to  come  to  Washington* 

3*  Write  letters  to  the  editors  of  the  newspapers  that  circulate  in 
your  area* 

U*  Get  a  representative  group  of  Influential  citizens  In  your  district 
—  even  two  or  three  —  and  telephone  your  Congressman  In  Washing¬ 
ton,  or  visit  his  office  In  the  district* 

UWT  CAN  ONLY  BE  DEFEATED  BY  A  MAJORITY  VOTE  AGAINST  IT  IN  ONE  OR  BOTH 

HOUSES  OF  CONGRESS 


UMT  -  SITUATION  TO  DATE 

February  will  be  the  key  month  In  Congress  for  UMT*  During  this  month  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee  will  hear  testimony,  the  bill  will  probably  reach  the  floor  of  both 
Houses  soon  after  for  a  vote,  and  Congressional  opinion  will  continue  to  crystallize. 

At  the  present  time  It  Is  estimated  that  at  least  one-third  of  the  members  ef  the  House 
of  Representatives  are  still  undecided* 

Opposltlen  Is  Growing 

Two  Influential  national  organlzatlens  have  acted  recently  te  help  turn  the  tide  against 
the  adeptlen  ef  UMT* 

The  general  board  of  the  National  Council  of  Churches,  on  January  30,  passed  a  resolu¬ 
tion  affirming  its  opposition  to  Universal  Military  Training* 
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On  the  follotfing  day,  the  U.S.  Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  has  been  a  strong  supporter 
of  UMT  legislation  since  1915 >  announced  it  would  withold  support  of  the  pending  bill 
until  further  study  is  made  of  the  manpower  problem*  The  special  joint  committee  on 
UMT,  composed  of  representatives  from  five  standing  Chamber  committees,  realized  that 
the  program  which  they  supported  in  1915  might  not  meet  the  training  requirements  for 
the  armed  forces  of  1952*  After  discussing  various  objections  to  H*R.  590U,  including 
the  great  cost  of  the  training  program,  they  concluded  that  UMT  should  now  be  considered 
only  as  a  last  resort,  after  other  methods  of  building  up  the  reserves  had  been  studied* 

Thirteen  Days  of  Hearings 

Between  January  15-31»  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  heard  sixty-nine  witnesses 
testify  on  the  legislation  proposed  by  the  National  Security  Training  Conmission 
(K.R.  590h)* 

Thirty-three  of  these  witnesses  opposed  any  form  of  UMT  at  this  time*  These  included 
national  spokesmen  for  the  Methodist  Commission  on  World  Peace,  the  Methodist  Youth, 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.,  all  of  the  Baptist  Conventions,  the  Mennonites, 
the  Brethren,  the  Friends,  the  United  Christian  Youth  Movement,  the  National  Grange, 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  National  Farmers  Union,  the  C.I*0*,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Higher  Education  of  the  National  Education  Association,  the  Women's  International 
League  for  Peace  and  Freedom  and  the  National  Council  Against  Conscription* 

One  organization,  the  A  F  of  L,  opposed  UMT  as  a  permanent  policy,  but  agreed  to  its 
use  during  the  present  emergency*  Ten  spokesmen  took  no  stand  on  UMT  as  a  national 
policy,  but  confined  their  remarks  to  narrower  aspects  of  H.R*  S90h,  such  as  restrictions 
on  the  sale  of  beer,  provisions  for  non-segre gated  training  units,  and  deferments  for 
men  engaged  in  professional  training* 

Ten  witnesses,  including  six  national  veterans'  organizations  and  military  reserve  groups 
favored  UMT  as  a  national  policy,  but  suggested  changes  in  H*R*  5901^  which  were  directed 
primarily  towards  placing  more  control  in  civilian  hands.  They  were  not  satisfied  that 
the  "civilian"  Commission  had  given  itself  sufficient  power* 

Fifteen  persons,  including  five  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  and 
seven  members  of  the  armed  forces,  supported  the  provisions  of  H.R.  590U* 

No  church,  farm,  labor,  educational  or  women' s  organization  favored  the  adoption  of  the 
permanent,  universal  military  iraining  program  which  was  recomnended  by  the  Commission* 

Some  Issues  that  Concern  Congress 

If  UMT  is  defeated  by  the  Eighty -Second  Congress,  it  will  not  be  primarily  on  the  issues 
of  morality,  peace  and  individual  freedom  which  have  been  raised  by  the  churches*  Visits 
to  a  large  number  of  Congressmen  and  reports  on  the  House  hearings  indicate  that  many 
Senators  and  Representatives  are  backing  away  from  UMT  primarily  because : 

1*  It  is  not  feasible  now  with  the  shortage  of  manpower  and  the  use  of  Selective  Service 
to  build  up  a  large  standing  force  to  meet  the  present  emergency* 

2*  They  are  not  convinced  that  UMT  is  the  best  way  of  building  a  military  reserve,  nor 
that  it  will  permit  the  early  reduction  of  the  armed  forces* 

3*  The  cost  is  great  (See  Newsletter  No*  96)* 

U*  It  will  increase  military  control  and  bureaucracy* 

ENCLOSURES:  1952  Brief  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy 

The  Facts  About  Compulsory  Military  Service  and  Casualties 
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OIL  FOR  THE  LAMPS  OF  EDUCATION 

Eighteen  Senators  led  by  Senator  Lister  Hill  of  Alabama  have  offered  an  amendment  to  Sen¬ 
ate  Joint  Resolution  20  which  would  make  royalties  from  submerged  oil  lands  available  to 
the  United  States  government  for  use  in  public  school  education.  It  is  estimated  that 
fifty  billion  dollars  in  underseas  oil  and  gas  wealth  beyond  the  low  tide  would  be  made 
available  by  this  legislation  for  educating  American  youth  without  one  extra  cent  of  taxes 
being  levied  on  the  wage  earner,  the  farmer,  the  professional  worker.  The  Supreme  Court 
has  ruled  that  such  resources  belong  to  the  United  States  of  America,  Under  this  proposal 
the  coastal  states  -  Louisiana,  Texas  and  California  primarily  -  would  receive  372^  of  the  , 
revenue  from  lands  under  the  sea  within  the  three  mile  limit.  The  remaining  62^$  of  the 
revenues  to  be  derived  within  the  three  mile  limit  and  all  the  revenues  beyond  the  three 
mile  limit  out  to  and  including  the  great  continental  shelf  would  be  paid  into  the  Federal 
treasury  to  be  earmarked  for  educational  purposes  in  all  forty-eight  states. 

Senators  who  have  Joined  Lister  Hill  in  sponsoring  this  legislation  include  George  D. 
Aiken,  William  Benton,  Dennis  Ghavez,  Paul  H,  Douglas,  J,  W,  Fulbright,  Guy  M. 
Gillette,  Thomas  C,  Hennings,  Jr.,  Hubert  H.  Humphrey,  Estes  Kefauver,  William  Langer, 
Herbert  H,  Lehman,  Blair  Moody,  Wayne  Morse,  James  E.  Murray,  Matthew  M.  Neely,  John 
J,  Sparkman,  Charles  W.  .Toby.  It  is  therefore  necessary  to  have  the  active  support  of 
thirjhy  additional  Senators  to  assure  the  use  of  this  money  for  our  children.  This  may 
reach  the  Senate  floor  in  a  few  days,  so  your  action  is  needed  immediately  in  writing  or 
wiring  your  Senators. 


JAPANESE  PEACE  TREATY 

Hearings  have  been  concluded  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  on  the  Japan¬ 
ese  Peace  Treaty,  the  Security  Treaty  with  Japan,  the  Mutual  Defense  Security  Treaty  with 
the  Philippines  and  the  Mutual  Security  Treaty  with  Australia  and  New  Zealand,  These  trea-. 
ties  are  now  under  consideration  by  the  Committee  and  will  probably  be  acted  upon  soon. 

The  Peace  Committee  of  Japan  Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends  issued  a  statement  dated  November 
11,  1951  (full  text  will  be  sent  upon  request  to  the  office  of  the  Friends  Committee  on 
National  Legislation)  which  said  in  part: 

"...  We' remind  ourselves  of  the  lofty  mission  resting  on  us  to  maintain  intact 
the  Constitution  of  Japan  pledged  to  the  principle  of  total  disarmament  whereby 
we  must  break  at  least  in  the  Far  East  the  world-wide  vicious  circle  of  unbelief, 
fear,  armament  and  war. 

"The  Peace  Treaty  for  Japan  and  the  Security  Pact  between  Japan,  and  the  United 
States  of  America  signed  at  San  Francisco  on  September  8  are  said  to  be  treaties 
of  generosity  and  reconciliation,  and  yet,  by  turning  Japan  into  a  military  base, 
having  certain  nations  as  potential  enemies  and  by  turning  ploughshares  into 
swords  instead  of  turning  swords  into  ploughshares,  and  requiring  in  effect  the 
people  of  Japan  to  take  up  those  swords,  these  treaties  entail  the  loss  on  the 
part  of  Japan  (of)  her  position  of  neutrality  and  obstruct  thereby  the  redd  to 
world  disarmament  commencing  with  a  disarmament-constitution, 

"For  these  reasons,  we  declare  hereby  our  opposition  to  the  ratification  of  these 
treaties.  Further,  we  wish  to  express  our  unchanging  faith  in  our  mission  as 
Christians  to  continue  our  efforts  for  constructive  peace.  ...” 

The  office  of  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation  received  an  appeal  to  Senators 
of  the  United  States  from  three  women  members  of  the  Upper  House  of  the  Japanese  Diet,  on 
behalf  of  the  Japan  Women's  Disarmament  Committee,  which  we  have  forwarded  to  members  of 
the  Senate.  This  expresses  vividly  the  opposition  of  many  Japanese  to  the  rearmament  of 
Japan.  This  appeal  from  the  three  Japanese  women  Senators  of  Japan  is  as  follows: 
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Tokyo,  Japan  -  January  8,  1952 

An  Appeal  of  the  Women  of  Unarmed  Japan  to  the  United  States  Senators 

We,  the  members  of  various  women’s  organizations  of  Japan  appealed  twice  to  Mr.  John 
Foster  Dulles,  concerning  the  Peace  Treaty  and  Security  Treaty  draft  with  which  he  was 
sent  to  Japan. 

We  are  extremely  anxious  that  our  Peace  Treaty  should  be  such  as  would  enable  us  to  ob¬ 
serve  faithfully  the  principle  of  absolute  pacifism  clearly  expressed  in  our  Constitution. 
However,  the  Peace  Treaty  signed  at  San  Francisco  is  qxxite  contrary  to  our  ardent  hope  and 
we  are  greatly  disappointed.  It  is  true  that  the  representatives  of  the  Japanese  Govern¬ 
ment  signed  the  two  treaties  and  the  Diet  gave  consent  to  the  Cabinet  to  ratify  these 
treaties  by  a  majority  vote,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  over  one  third  of  the  House 
of  Councilors  opposed  the  Security  Treaty;  lli?,  for  and  78,  against.  Moreover,  the  pre¬ 
sent  government  and  the  Diet  members  were  elected  three  years  ago  and  cannot  be  said  to 
represent  the  true  will  of  the  nation  in  general  concerning  the  two  treaties. 

When  Mr.  Dulles  visited  Japan  recently  the  press  reported  his  arrival  as  if  the  nation  as 
a  whole  welcomed  him  with  deep  gratitude;  but  this  welcome  ("build  up")  seemed  largely  a 
diplomatic  gestxire  of  the  political  and  business  circles  and  also  of  the  rightists  who  are 
now  regaining  power,  while  on  the  contrary  the  majority  of  the  people,  especially  the  wo¬ 
men  and  the  youth,  has  met  this  occasion  with  a  deep  sense  of  anxiety,  uncertainty,  and 
even  heartbreak. 

A  recent  public  poll  on  the  opinions  of  8932  students  of  19  colleges  in  Tokyo  showed  the 
following  results: 

Opinion  on  Yes  No 

The  Peace  Treaty  2h*9%  66,2% 

The  Security  Treaty  l6.W  75. 3/^ 

Rearmament  of  Japan  12.2^  81.  ^ 

(Figures  above  quoted  are  from  "Educational  Report,"  November  30, 

1951,  issued  daily  by  the  Institution  of  Educational  Research.) 

We,  the  women  of  Japan,  do  not  oppose  the  Police  Reserve  for  internal  security,  but  cannot 
agree  to  the  proposal  of  rearming  Japan  viiich  contradicts  the  guiding  principles  of  the 
Japanese  Constitution.  UVe  are  determined  never  again  to  send  our  sons  and  husbands  to  the 
battlefields. 

The  Japanese  people  understand  that  Article  IX  of  our  Constitution  which  reads  "Japan  for¬ 
ever  forsakes  war:  the  Japanese  nation  does  not  possess  an  army,  navy,  air- force,  or  any 
other  fighting  force"  was  originally  directed  by  the  United  States  of  America  and  her  Occu¬ 
pation  authorities  in  Japan.  Now,  contrary  to  their  belief,  the  people  in  this  country 
have  the  impression  that  according  to  the  two  treaties  signed  in  San  Francisco,  the  same 
United  States  authorities  are  demanding  the  rearmament  of  Japan. 

These  facts  can  create  a  general  mistrust  on  the  part  of  the  Japanese  towards  the  sincer¬ 
ity  of  America  and  her  leaders;  we,  therefore,  feel  it  is  our  duty  to  express  our  pro¬ 
found  dissatisfaction  as  we  eagerly  wish  to  see  a  lasting  friendship  established  between 
the  United  States  and  Japan. 

Thus,  when  the  two  treaties  are  introduced  to  the  United  States  Senate,  we  wish  the  Senate 
to  keep  on  record  that  we,  the  women  of  Japan,  had  eagerly  desired  that  our  nation  be  left 
alone  from  the  arming  race. 

Representing  Japan  Women's  Disarmament  Committee 
Signed  by 

(Mrs.  Dr.)  Tomiko  W.  Kora 
(Mrs.)  Michiko  Fujiwara 
(Mrs . )  Naoko  Takata 

(Members  of  the  Upper  House  of  the  Japanese  Diet) 
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Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
STATEMENT  ON  LEGISUTIVE  POLICY  FOR  1952 
Adopted  January  10,  1952 

(Supplement  to  the  1951  Statement  on  Legislative  Policy) 

We  are  deeply  concerned  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  promote  the  achievement  of  endurini 


As  we  look  forward  to  our  work  in  the  year  ahead  the  predominant  fact  that  we  see  is 
the  involvement  of  humanity  in  a  gigantic  struggle.  The  antagonists  are  groups  of 
nations  led  by  the  two  greatest  military  powers,  and  the  battlefield  is  world-wide. 
The  result  is  a  polarized  world  of  power  competing  for  military  superiority.  Every¬ 
where  the  cry  is  "peace,"  but  on  all  sides  governments  are  feverishly  building  up 
colossal  armaments.  The  catastrophe  idiich  this  threatens  unless  war  is  averted  is 
beyond  imagination.  Even  now.  Western  Europe  has  been  pushed  dangerously  close  to 
economic  bankruptcy  and  a  continuation  of  the  present  rearmament  program  seems  possi¬ 
ble  only  if  the  United  States  assumes  a  large  part  of  European  armament  expenditure. 

It  is  this  situation  which  dominates  the  issue  of  humanity's  future.  Therefore,  we 
believe  that  during  the  coming  months  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
should  concentrate  its  efforts  upon  the  problems  of  international  peace,  and  upon 
those  policies  and  measures  which  seem  to  be  significant  steps  towaxxi  that  goal. 

Any  enduring  settlement  between  West  and  East  must  be  based  upon  recognition  that  the 
existing  controversies  over  issues  in  Europe  and  Asia  are  inextricably  bound  up  with 
over-all  problems  of  achieving  security,  freedom,  economic  and  social  Justice.  Steps 
for  the  achievement  of  the  fundamental  conditions  of  peace  must  be  taken,  along  with 
specific  efforts  to  settle  issues  regarding  Germany,  the  Mediterranean,  the  Middle 
East,  China,  Korea,  and  the  rest  of  Asia.  The  process  may  involve  years  of  negoti¬ 
ation  but  there  are  imperative  reasons  for  intensifying  positive  efforts  now. 

We  believe  that  legislative  measures  directed  toward  the  following  objectives  should 
be  promoted  actively  and  vigorously: 

1.  The  demonstration  of  a  continued  willingness  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  to  discuss,  both  in  public  and  in  private,  the  outstanding  issues 

between  the  U.S.S.R.  and  the  United  States  with  a  view  to  the  development  of 
an  atmosphere  of  hope  and  a  lessening  of  fear  in  which  creative  steps  toward 
peace  could  be  undertaken.  This  should  be  directed  toward  the  settlements, 
on  a  basis  of  disarmament  and  a  reorganized  United  Nations,  of  the  issues 
now  the  subject  of  controversy  between  East  and  West. 

2.  Universal  and  total  disarmament  —  that  is,  disarmament  in  all  weapons 
by  all  nations,  to  be  achieved  by  a  definitely  planned  program  over  a 

fixed  period  of  years.  We  urge  the  United  States  to  give  constructive  lead¬ 
ership  in  the  newly  constituted  12-country  United  Nations  disarmament  com- 
^  mission  for  the  drawing  up  of  a  proposed  disarmament  treaty.  We  ask  for  the 
appointment  of  a  highly  qualified  United  States  representative  on  that  com¬ 
mission  who  is  genuinely  interested  in  world  disarmament. 
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3.  Development  of  the  United  Nations  into  an  organization  with  powers  ade¬ 
quate  to  achieve  disarmament  and  to  give  security  against  any  attempt  by 
one  nation  to  use  violence  against  another  nation.  This  would  include  the 
development  of  the  legal  and  moral  authority  of  the  United  Nations  over 
the  great  powers, so  that  there  can  be  Judgment  on  disputed  issues  by  nations  | 

which  are  not  parties  to  the  controversy.  We  contihue  to  advocate  the  j 

principle  of  universality  of  membership  in  the  United  Nations  and  the  ad-  j 

mission  of  all  applicants. 

U.  A  greatly  expanded  program  for  economic  and  social  welfare  of  the  ^ 

disadvantaged  peoples  of  the  world  including  those  in  the  United  States;  ] 

such  a  constructive  cooperative  program  should  be  carried  out  as  far  as 
possible  through  the  agencies  of  the  United  Nations.  This  will  involve  the 
relief  and  rehabilitation  of  the  victims  of  war  and  social  upheaval;  the 
sharing  of  our  technical  skills  and  experience  with  other  peoples;  supplying 
the  necessary  capital  through  public  or  private  investment;  and  working  with 
other  people  in  a  world-wide  program  to  overcome  disease,  hunger  and  poverty. 

5.  Strengthening  American  leadership  in  the  world  through  living  at  home 
the  ideals  we  profess  in  such  fields,  for  example,  as  legislation  for 

furthering  racial  and  economic  Justice. 

6.  Continued  and  determined  opposition  to  universal  military  training. 

We  take  these  objectives  as  furnishing  the  framework  within  which  the  major  efforts  of 
the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation  should  be  put  forth  during  the  coming 
year.  A  goal  of  such  magnitude  calls  for  a  large-scale,  determined,  cooperative  effort 
on  the  part  of  all  peace-minded  organizations  and  individuals  to  stimulate  the  think¬ 
ing  and  arouse  the  will  of  the  American  public.  The  function  of  the  Friends  Committee 
on  National  Legislation  is  to  act  primarily  in  Washington  with  reference  to  legis¬ 
lation  and  governmental  policies. 

It  is  not  intended  that  the  selection  of  the  areas  indicated  for  special  attention 
should  prevent  the  Committee  from  dealing,  as  they  are  able,  with  the  other  pressing 
issues  with  which  they  are  concerned. 

The  Statement  on  Legislative  Policy  for  1951  sets  forth  the  broad  field  of  our  inter¬ 
ests.  We  re-affirro  the  basic  positions  taken  in  that  Statement.  We  reiterate  our 
desire  to  see  —  the  resources  of  the  world  used  for  human  welfare  and  not  for 
armament;  domestic  policies  on  racial,  social  and  economic  questions  which  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  a  constructive  foreign  policy;  adequate  relief  and  prompt  resettlement 
for  the  victims  of  war  and  persecution;  the  liberalization  of  our  immigration  and 
naturalization  laws;  moral  integrity  and  econon^  in  government;  continued  efforts 
for  the  preservation  and  enlargement  of  civil  liberties;  and  protection  for  the  rights 
of  conscience  and  religious  liberty. 


FRIENDS  COMMITTEE  ON  NATIONAL  LEGISLATION 
(temporary  address:) 

1000  Eleventh  Street,  N.  W. 
Washington  1,  D.  C. 
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COMPULSORY  MILITARY  SERVICE 

^  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  SERVICE  Am||A|  I  IhV 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  Ond  I  111  W 
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No  ARGUMENT  foi  Universal  compulsory  military  service  on  a  per¬ 
manent  basis^  has  more  appeal  to  American  mothers  and  fathers 
than  the  argument  that  the  training  it  would  include  would  greatly  re¬ 
duce  casualties  when  and  if  war  were  to  come.  Even  those  who  recog¬ 
nize  and  fear  the  many  other  dangers  to  democracy  and  freedom  that 
such  a  system  brings  with  it  are  strongly  tempted  to  yield  if  they  can 
be  assured  that  it  would  save  even  a  few  lives. 

There  is  no  evidence  to  support  the  exaggerated  claims  made  at  this 
point.  The  Army’s  own  studies  of  casualties  indicates  that  other  factors 
are  the  major  causes  of  casualties.  Where  lack  of  training  is  a  factor, 
it  is  not  individual  training  that  is  important,  but  training  of  various 
units  to  fight  as  a  team.  Such  training  must  be  done,  of  course,  with 
the  men  who  are  actually  about  to  enter  combat — not  months  or  years 
before  in  teams  that  cannot  be  re-formed  in  wartime. 

Certainly  nothing  in  the  history  of  modern  war  supports  this  argu¬ 
ment.  Casualties  have  been  heaviest  in  both  world  wars  among  the 
troops  of  nations  that  had  compulsory  military  service  for  years  be¬ 
fore.*  Many  of  the  bloodiest  battles  in  history  have  been  fought  by  vet¬ 
erans  with  months  or  years  of  training  in  actual  battle  conditions. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  exposing  of  all  of  a  nation  s  young  men  to  this 
concentrated  dose  of  militarism  may  itself  be  the  cause  of  millions  of 
casualties.  Militarism  creates  a  “maginot-line”  type  of  thinking  that 
relies  more  and  more  completely  on  military  strength  to  solve  all  inter¬ 
national  problems  and  rejects  impatiently  the  more  creative,  quieter, 
peaceful  means  of  resolving  conflict.  Thus  compulsory  military  serv¬ 
ice,  far  from  reducing  casualties,  may  become  the  final  touch  to  plunge 
a  nation  into  war  that  might  have  been  averted. 

1  This  refers  to  permanent  compulsory  service,  including  periods  of  peace— not  the  Selective  Service 
Act  which  is  adequate  to  raise  whatever  armed  forces  are  called  for  in  an  "emergency.” 

2  See  next  page. 

3  See  table  of  casualties  on  inside  pages. 


COUNTERPOINT 

REP.  ENGEL:  Now,  how  long  does  it 
take  to  train  an  infantry  soldier 
...  a  boy  right  off  the  farm  or 
out  of  the  gas  station  .  .  .  ? 

GEN.  CHRISTIANSEN:  .  .  .  We  found 
17  weeks  .  .  .  developed  the  man 
so  that  as  an  individual  he  could 
go  into  a  combat  organization 
and  fight  as  a  part  of  that  com¬ 
bat  organization  effectively. 

REP.  ENGEL:  What  chance  has  that 
boy  with  an  experienced  man  in 
the  enemy  forces  in  hand-to- 
hand  combat  with  bayonets, 
rifle  butts,  and  so  forth? 

GEN.  CHRISTIANSEN:  He  probably 
would  have  just  as  much  chance 
as  the  other  man,  and  possibly  a 
little  bit  more,  because  he  has 
not  been  tired  out  .  .  . 

REP.  ENGEL:  Do  you  mean  to  tell 
me  that  a  boy  who  has  had  only 
17  weeks’  training  can  learn 
how  to  fight  with  the  bayonet  in 
hand-to-hand  combat  and  know 
all  the  tricks  to  go  with  it  as  well 
as  an  enemy  who  has  been  at  it 
for  a  couple  of  years? 

GEN.  CHRISTIANSEN:  Yes,  I  think  he 
can  .  .  . 

— Congressional  Record, 
March  8,  1948. 


Resist  Pernidnent  Pec 


THE  NATIONAL  COUNCIL  AGAINST  CONSCRIPTI 


ijn  Does  NOT  Cut  Casualties 

men  of  a  modern  army  never  engage  in  eombat.  They  serve  as  truckdriv- 
ers,  radio  men,  mechanics,  cooks,  clerks,  and  so  on.  Training  for  such  work 
usually  is  pari  of  civilian  life;  and  certainly  does  not  require  two  to  three 
years  of  conscript  service.  (4)  Heavy  casualties  do  not  occur  because  of 
lack  of  training  hut  because  of  disease,  proximity  to  exploding  shells  or 
bombs,  and  blunders  by  superiors,  according  to  the  Army’s  own  reports. 


committee^  that  personnel  always  can  be  trained  faster  than  equipment  can 
he  built  to  supply  it.  During  World  War  II  the  Army  always  had  millions  of 
trained  men  doing  non-combat  work.  These  could  have  been  used  as  combat 
replacements  instead  of  the  untrained  18-year  olds  who  were  sometimes  sent 
into  battle.* 

3  June  6,  1945. 

4  See  Another  Army  Mistake,  National  Council  Against  Conscription. 


formed;  the  men  themselves  would  have  become  “rusty.”  For  all  these  rea- 
.sons,  as  Combat  Forces  Journal  pointed  out:  “Those  who  have  had  UMT 
would  have  to  be  retrained  in  the  event  of  war.  Even  the  combat  veterans  of 
World  War  II  would  require  retraining  if  they  were  to  be  used  ...”  It  is 
ridiculous  to  compel  men  to  disrupt  their  life  plans  for  a  training  that  would 
have  to  be  repeated  in  any  case. 

1  October,  1950. 


army  life  (psychoneurotic  casualties).*  In  none  of  these  would  combat  train¬ 
ing  help  to  reduce  casualties,  while  in  the  last-named  it  is  the  direct  cause  of 
1  thousands  of  serious  mental  and  nervous  injuries.  Moreover,  most  such  non- 

>  combat  jobs  can  be  filled  efficiently  by  men  who  do  the  same  work  in  civilian 

>  life. 

1  Infantry  Journal,  September,  1949. 


casualties  also  were  caused  by  preventable  disease,  by  poor  intelligence  work 
:  (as  in  the  disastrous  Korean  “end-the-war”  offensive),  by  the  blunders  of 
I  commanders,  and  by  accidents.  In  the  peacetime  training  itself  it  is  estimated 
i  there  would  he  casualties  of  two  percent,  which  would  mean  20,000  young 
f  men  a  year  killed  or  injured  training  for  a  war  they  might  never  fight. 


World  War  II  Casualties 

Total  Killed 
C.ountries  without  VMS 
United 

Slates  1,068,000  392,000 

British 

Empire  980,000  353,000 

Countries  with  VMS 
Germany  9,500,000  2,100,000 

Russia  13,000,000  3,.500,000 

Japan  ,  5,750,000  1,200,000 

China  3,178,000  1,300,000 

—Congressional  Record, 
Feh.  21,  1918 


“Diirinp;  the  North  African  cam¬ 
paign  Dr.  Long  (Professor  of 
Preventive  Medicine,  Johns 
Hopkins)  said  the  Seventh  .Army 
lost  thousands  of  its  men  because 
unit  commanders  failed  to  carry 
out  a  health  order  that  all  men 
take  0.2  gram  of  atabrine  twice 
a  week.”  — New  York  Times, 
Nov.  11,  1950 


“The  suh'^titiilion  of  one  lank 
battalion  for  another  in  an  in¬ 
fantry  division  a|)t)ears  ot>  pa[)er 
as  a  matter  of  no  great  moment. 
To  llie  persons  <'oneerne<l  it  is 
little  sht)rl  of  ealasiroi)hie.” 

— Army  Ground  Forces  study,  in 
Infantry  Journal,  Sept.,  1949 


“During  the  war  flying  accidents 
were  the  most  crippling  cause  of 
manpower.  During  the  first  32 
months  of  the  war,  the  Air  Force 
lost  3,000  more  planes  from  fly¬ 
ing  accidents  in  the  United  States 
than  in  combat  overseas.” 

— Army  and  Navy  Journal, 
Feb.  12,  1949 


s(k  Conscription — Now! 


1013  18th  STREET,  N.  W.,  WASHINGTON  6,  D.  C 


HOW  TO  COMBAT  CONSCRIPTION 

Use  This  Brochure 

1.  /Is  a  Mailing  Piece.  Additional  copies  of  The  Facts  about  VMS 
and  (’.asualties  are  only  a  few  cents  each.  Buy  twenty,  or  a  hundred,  or 
more,  ajid  send  a  copy  to  everyone  you  think  should  be  interested. 
Folded,  it  fits  easily  into  a  No.  10  envelope. 

2.  As  a  Poster.  Opened  up  to  the  center  pages  this  folder  becomes  a 
jxjster,  complete  in  itself.  Post  it  wherever  people  will  see  it:  in  schools, 
churches,  libraries,  civic  auditoriums.  Use  it  to  advertise  meetings  and 
debates  on  conscription. 

Additional  copies:  10c  each;  20  for  SI;  100  for  S4. 
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Order  from 

NATIONAL  COUNCIL  AGAINST  CONSCRIPTION 

1013  18th  Street,  N.  W.  Washington  6,  D.  C. 


THE  NATIONAL  COUNCIL 
AGAINST  CONSCRIPTION 

The  NCAC  was  organized  a  few 
years  ago  by  a  number  of  educa¬ 
tors  and  leaders  of  labor,  religious 
and  farm  groups  in  order  to  com¬ 
bine  their  opposition  to  the  well- 
financed  efforts  of  the  War  De¬ 
partment  and  some  other  groups 
to  force  peacetime  conscription  on 
the  country.  It  is  a  nonprofit  or¬ 
ganization,  supported  entirely  by 
the  contributions  of  those  who 
sympathize  with  its  objectives. 

Officers  and  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Council  Against  Conscrip¬ 
tion  are  listed  below.  They  solicit 
your  financial  and  other  help  in 
the  great  task  of  holding  back  the 
sweeping  tide  of  militarism  that 
threatens  our  free  institutions. 


Chairman 

ALONZO  F.  MYERS 

Vice-Chairmen 

GEORGE  A.  BUTTRICK 
ELIAS  CHARRY 

FRANCIS  X.  N.  McGUIRE,  O.S.A. 

Director 

JOHN  M.  SWOMLEY,  JR. 

Treasurer 

RICHARD  W.  REUTER 


Donald  J.  Cowling 
James  A.  Crain 
J.  R.  Cunningham 
J.  M.  Dawson 
Reginald  Dietz 
Albert  A.  Einstein 
Elsie  Elfenbein 
Phillips  P.  Elliott 


A.  D.  Beittel  C.  Fronklin  Koch 

Charles  F.  Boss,  Jr.  G.  Merrill  Lenox 
Harold  Bosley  Paul  M.  Limbert 

Louis  Bromfield  J.  H.  Marion,  Jr. 

Aaron  Brown  Lenore  G.  Marshall 

E.  Fay  Campbell  B.  F.  McLaurin 

Anton  J.  Carlson  Joy  Elmer  Morgan 

Zechariah  Chafee,  Jr.  Charles  Clayton  Morrison 
Donald  B.  Cloward  Ralph  Norman  Mould 

Donald  J.  Cowling  Walter  C.  Muelder 

James  A.  Crain  Ray  Newton 

J.  R.  Cunningham  Mildred  Scott  Olmsted 

J.  M.  Dawson  James  Patton 

Reginald  Dietz  W.  Norman  Pittenger 

Albert  A.  Einstein  Clarence  Poe 

Elsie  Elfenbein  Frederick  E.  Reissig 

Phillips  P.  Elliott  Shelby  Rooks 

Allan  P.  Farrell,  S.  J.  Royal  F.  Shepherd 


W.  J.  Faulkner 


Walter  W.  Sikes 


Harry  Emerson  Fosdick  0.  H.  Sims 
Robert  Gordis  Louis  J.  Taber 

Simon  Greenberg  Vinal  H.  Tibbetts 

Rufus  C.  Harris  William  P.  Tolley 

Ferdinand  M.  Isserman  Charles  J.  Turck 
Mordecai  W.  Johnson  J.  B.  Weatherspoon 

Joseph  Zeitlin 
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Supplement  to  FCNL  Newsletter  No.  97 

February  7,  1952 


From  -  Eo  Raymond  Wilson  and  Zoe  Mikva,  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation, 

1000  Eleventh  Street,  N.  W,,  Washington  1,  D.  C.  STerling  3711 

Re  -  SENATE  HEARINGS  OPEN  SUDDENLY 

HOUSE  BILL  (H.  R.  590U  AS  AMENDED)  TO  REACH  FLOOR  WEEK  OF  FEBRUARY  25 

Senate  Hearings  Begin  February  7 

On  'Wednesday  afternoon,  February  6  at  2  p.  m.,  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  announ¬ 
ced  that  it  would  begin  hearings  the  following  rooming,  February  7,  with  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission,  and  that  the  others  would  be  heard  on  Monday, 

Tuesday,  and  Wednesday,  February  11  -  13,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  Lincoln’s  birthday  is 
usually  a  holiday  in  Washington, 

This  looks  like  an  attempt  to  jam  a  UMT  bill  through  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
and  the  Senate  as  soon  as  possible,  where  the  opposition  is  less  widespread,  probably, 
than  in  the  House. 

House  Committee  Reports  out  UMT  Bill 

By  a  vote  of  27  to  7,  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  out  a  UMT  bill  (H.  R. 
590U  as  amended)  which  would  require  6  months  training  of  all  able-bodied  l8-year-olds . 
The  trainees  would  then  go  into  the  reserve  for  7|  years.  These  reserves  could  not  be 
called  to  active  duty  unless  Congress  first  gave  its  consent.  This  is  proposed  as 
permanent  legislation,  and  carries  no  termination  date. 

The  bill  as  reported  out  leaves  the  question  open  as  to  how  and  when  UMT  would  be  started. 
While  the  bill  would  permit  either  Congress  or  the  President  to  put  the  UMT  program  into 
effect.  Congressman  James  E,  Van  Zandt,  member  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has 
announced  that  he  and  others  will  offer  an  amendment  to  take  this  authority  away  from  the 
President  and  vest  it  solely  in  Congress, 

Also,  Van  Zandt  has  indicated  that  several  members  of  the  Committee  would  support  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  delay  the  training  program  until  the  Selective  Service  draft  is  halted. 

Since  a  standby  UMT  is  all  the  military  have  expected,  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  would 

be  virtually  a  complete  victory  for  the  proponents.  Opponents,  in  our  judgment,  should 
oppose  any  form  of  UMT  bill  or  compromise  measure  right  down  the  line. 

As  finally  approved,  the  UMT  bill  would  ban  in  UMT  camps  all  drinks  with  alcoholic  content 
in  excess  of  1  per  cent. 

Conscientious  objectors  would  be  required  to  do  civilian  work  or  training  for  6  months  in 
the  interest  of  the  nation's  health,  safety  or  interest. 

The  Committee  turned  down  Mr,  Vinson’s  proposal  to  begin  this  year  with  60,000  volunteers. 

A  clerk  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  indicated  that  printed  copies  of  the  bill 
would  not  be  available  for  ten  days  or  until  February  18,  This  is  astonishing,  since  the 

usual  practice  is  to  print  up  bills  overnight  and  have  them  available  for  study  and 

circulation. 

Present  prospects  are  that  the  UMT  bill  will  reach  the  House  floor  the  week  of  February  25 
for  debate  and  vote. 


UMT  Memorandum  1952  -  #6  FLASH 
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SUGGESTIONS 

ON  WRITING  MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS  ABOUT  UMT 

Believing  letters  to  your  Senators  and  Representatives  are  of  great  value  in  helping 
them  to  decide  how  to  cast  their  final  vote,  we  offer  some  suggestions. 

1.  WRITE  YOUR  OWN  LETTER. 

Brief  letters  in  your  own  words,  expressing  your  own  ideas,  will  carry 
the  most  weight.  With  pen  or  typewriter,  on  plain  paper  or  letter¬ 
head,  drop  your  Congressmen  a  short  line  today. 

2.  STATE  YOUR  POSITION. 

Firmly,  yet  in  a  kindly  fashion,  let  these  men  know  how  you  stand  on 
UMT.  Then  suggest  one  or  two  reasons  for  your  stand.  Do  not  try  to 
give  all  of  the  arguments  in  one  letter. 

3.  USE  A  FRIENDLY  APPROACH. 

Most  Congressmen  cast  their  votes  with  sincere  conviction  and  a  desire 
to  do  the  right  thing.  Assume  your  Senators  and  Representatives  are 
among  these. 

U.  ASK  A  QUESTION. 

If  you  ask  a  question  about  UMT,  one  you  would  really  like  to  have  an¬ 
swered,  the  letter  is  going  to  receive  greater  personal  attention.  It 
also  provides  a  basis  for  additional  correspondence,  to  comment  on  his 
reply,  or  on  the  fact  that  you  did  not  receive  an  answer. 

Below  are  some  suggested  questions  that  mi^t  be  re-worded  and  used  in 
writing.  It  is  desirable  to  use  only  one  question  per  letter. 

5.  MAIL  THE  LETTERS  IMMEDIATELY. 

Write  the  Senators  at  the  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington  25 >  D.  C. 
and  your  Representative  at  the  House  Office  Building,  Washington  25, 

D,  C. 

SOME  SIGNIFICANT  QUESTIONS 

I  read  where  UMT  is  to  cost  |U, 188 ,000,000  the  first  year  and  $2,159,000,000  each  year 
afterwards.  But  this  does  not  seem  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  "reserve"  program.  If  it 
does  not,  what  would  be  the  total  cost  per  year,  and  what  additional  taxes  would  we  have 
to  pay? 

It  sounds  as  if  UMT  is  to  be  permanent,  so  all  of  our  boys,  year  after  year,  would  be 
taught  to  obey  orders,  and  to  believe  that  the  world’s  problems  are  solved  by  war.  Is 
it  true  that  war  solves  problems?  Would  it  not  be  better  to  invest  much  of  this  money 
in  the  United  Nations? 

If  UMT  is  likely  to  bring  peace  and  even  victory  to  our  nation,  why  hasn't  it  brought 
peace  and  victory  to  the  different  nations  of  Eiirope? 

There  seems  to  be  some  doubt  that  UMT  can  be  put  into  operation  until  Selective  Service 
is  stopped  or  slows  down.  If  that  is  true,  i^y  pass  UMT  now? 

We  read  that  UMT  is  being  considered  to  build  up  the  reserves  and  cut  down  the  size  of 
the  standing  army.  Can  you  find  out  for  me  when  they  will  begin  to  cut  down  the  size 
of  the  regular  armed  forces,  and  how  much? 

Prepared  by:  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

1000  11th  Street,  N.W, ,  Washington  1,  D.C.  February  7,  1952 
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Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

1000  ELEVENTH  STREET,  N.  ▼. 

▼ASHINGTON  1.  D.  C 

STnum  3711 


David  E.  Henlbt 

Ckmrmmt,  Gmttd  Commimm 

Earlham  College 
Richmond,  Indiana 


February  7,  1952 

'  ^ 

To  the  Connecticut  Members  of  The  F.C.N.L.  Mailing  List 


Richard  H.  Rhoads 

Cbmrmm,  Ex»cm$i9*  Committm 
S20  King’s  Hi^^^aj 
Moorestown,  New  Jersey 

Rtgknul  Vice  Cbdrmen 

Paul  Butterworth 
144  South  Quaker  Lane 
West  Hartford  7,  Connecticut 

Sheldon  D.  Clark 
12960  Euclid  Avenue 
East  Cleveland  12,  Ohio 

Lbsi-ib  Frazer 
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Dear  friends t 

We  are  rapidly  nearing  the  climax  of  the  struggle  against 
universal  military  training.  UMT  can  be  defeated  only  by  the 
members  of  at  least  one  house  of  Congress  voting  it  dovm^  aind 
the  Connecticut  votes  are  very  important.  We  urge  you  to  con¬ 
tact  the  members  of  Congress  from  Connecticut  at  once*  Get  yoinr 
neighbors  and  friends  who  oppose  UMT  to  contact  them  also* 

The  bill  iras  reported  out  of  the  House  Committee  yesterday,  27 
to  7*  Senate  hearings  begin  today*  The  House  is  expected 
to  vote  the  week  of  February  25th.  ^  Now  is  the  time  to  put  in 

some  special  effort  to  defeat  UMT. 

We  understand  Senator  William  Benton  tends  to  oppose  UMT  but 
that  he  has  been  under  considerable  pressure  from  the  Pentagon 
to  diange  to  its  support.  Will  you  write  him  a  letter  of  encour— 
agment  and  appreciation  that  he  stand  firm  against  the  trend  to 
make  this  a  military  nation? 


Roscob  L.  Warren 
P.O.Boe134 
Whittier,  Calif ocnu 


Here  are  the  tendencies  of  your  other  members  —  so  far  as  we 
have  information  on  thems 


JemB.  Yauket 

4400  lia^  Avenue 
Bcthcada  14,lfaryland 

Hbbbbet  M.  Hadlet 

TrwMfir 

2111  Florida  Avenue,  N.W. 
Waahington  t,D.C 


E.  Raymond  Wilson 

Ewtwrfii*  Jxrwwy 

Rhoads  Murphey 
AttociM4  Stcrttsrj 

Robert  Gnegy 
Donald  Lee 

Ofik»  Pinmc0  md  MMmg 

Jeanette  Hasut 

Caeol  Gallaghbe 


Brian  McMahon  —  tends  to  favor  UMT,  may  support  a  termination 
date. 

A.  A.  Ribicoff  —  favors  UMT,  but  may  support  termination  date* 
Horace  Seely-Brown, Jr*  —  favors  with  civilian  direction  and  a 
termination,  date. 

John  McGuire  —  favors  UMT,  may  support  a  termination  date* 

Albert  Morano  —  sorry,  wo  do  not  know  his  attitude. 

James  Patterson  —  favors  UMT,  might  support  a  termination  date* 
Antoni  Sadlak  —  has  opposed  in  past,  inclined  to  do  so  nor  — 

so  write  him  your  commendation  and  encouragment* 

As  you  can  see  there  is  plenty  to  be  d  one  if  the  Connecticut 
delegation  supports  our  beliefs.  Wo  encourage  you  to  write 
letters  or  send  telegrams  to  each  member  of  the  delegation,  and 
get  others  to  do  the  same. 

This  is  an  important  decision  for  our  nation*  Help  to  make  it 
the  right  decision* 


Sincerely, 

_ , 

Temporary  Asst,  at  FCNL 


End.  Friends  Testimony 


